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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Today, more than ever, college administrators, librarians, facul¬
ty members, and parents are concerned a great deal about the reading ha¬
bits of students. Large sums of money are being spent on improving li¬
brary facilities for the purpose of meeting the needs of students and
for the purpose of stimulating more reading. It is only when institu¬
tions of higher learning seek to evaluate their programs that they can
assamble the facts necessary to increase their services quantitatively
and qualitatively. If the concern today is for the reading habits of col¬
lege students, then the use of the library is the logical place to start
when evaluating the college's program. The use of the library, however,
C..
must not be done solely in terms of circulation statistics; the statis¬
tics, although important, must be interpreted in the light of the aims
of the college and of the library, and in terms of the curricula of the
college.
Althou^ there has been wide concern about library usage, in
searching Library Literature^ for the years from 1932 to 1956, this wri¬
ter failed to find listed many recent studies which have attempted to
discover the extent to which libraries are used by students. Of the stu¬
dies that have been done, however, the writer noted that not all of them
were looking for the same factors which enter into the picture of
library Literature, 1921-32 (New York: H. W. Wilson Company,
193U- T»
1
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library use by students.
One of the most extensive studies on the use of the library by
1
college students was done by the North Central Association, This study
was an attempt to measure the adequacy of 35 selected libraries in terms
of library holdings, finance, and use; it was not concerned with the cir¬
culation of reserve books, nor was it concerned with books that were not
withdrawn fran the general collection. From the records which were kept
over a period of from 70 to 100 days, it was revealed that the mean num¬
ber of titles borrowed per student per semester for the 35 colleges was
5»55j with a range of from 1.8 to 16.35 titles. This presents only a
statistical picture of the use of the library by college students,
2
In a study done earlier by McDianoid an attempt was made to in¬
vestigate the reading done by undergraduates in seven liberal arts col¬
leges. Here the researcher recorded all titles of reserved and non-re-
served books borrowed by each student; reference works and magazines
were excluded. Unlike the study done by the North Central Association,
McDiarmid wanted to discover some of the factors which affected the use
of the college library. He assumed that sex, class (i.e., freshmen,
sophcMores, juniors, and seniors), scholarship, and the environment of
the given institution influenced students' reading. Working on these as¬
sumptions, McDiarmid concluded that all of these factors did influence the
use of the libraries. This study also revealed that in the institutions
^Douglas Waples, et. al.. The Library ("Evaluation of Higher
Institutions," No, U; Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1936, p.55»
in Harvie Branscomb, Mving with Books (Chicago: American Library As¬
sociation, i9Uo), p . in
2
E. W. McDiamid, "Conditions Affecting the Use of the College
Library," Library Quarterly, V (January, 1935), 59-77.
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studied, the libraries either did not have "suitable materials for extra¬
curricular reading or curricular reading crowds it out."^ The extent to
which the library is used is associated with the adequacy of library
funds. If the amount of student use of the library is below the average,
one must look first to the library's holdings and budget for an explana¬
tion of this situation.
Gaskill, Dunbar, and Brown, while doing a study in 193U of the
use of the Iowa State College Library, approached the question of stu¬
dent-use of the library from another angle. They were attempting to as¬
certain the number of students who used the library, the number of books
consulted, the nature of the use, and the proportion of those students
who obtained the desired information. In order to obtain the desired
information, three methods of collecting data were utilized: (1) a count
and analysis of library attendance during certain periods of the day,
(2) personal interviews with the students, and (3) a count and analysis
of the call slips for books charged over the reserve desk.
The findings of this study indicated that students used the li¬
brary more often than every other dayj that the library was used most of¬
ten for reserve books; that women were more conscientious about getting
out their assignments than were men; and that students tended to use the
library more as they progressed toward academic maturity. It was revealed
also that students at Iowa State College enrolled in education, psycho¬
logy, economics, foods, textiles, and sociology classes used the library
^Ibid., p. 75.
V. Gaskill, R. M, Dunbar, and C. H. Brown, "An Analytical
Study of the Use of a College Library," Library Quarterly, IV (October.
193U), 56U-87.
u
the most; and that the hourly use of the library was greatest on Sunday
afternoons and least on Saturday afternoons. The findings of this study,
then, do point out to the librarians the subject areas in the library's
collection which must be built up, and where to assign library personnel
for more efficient service to its clientele.
In a more recent study by Stieg,^ covering a span of three years,
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the Shaw List was used as a basis for evaluating the library's collection
at Hamilton College. Data were obtained from circulation records of books
withdrawn for home use. One of the assumptions in this study was that the
extent to which the library is used is dependent upon the extent to which
the library satisfies the needs of its users. The study showed that about
three-fourths of the titles withdrawn by students circulated only oncej
that there was a steady year-to-year demand for only a few titles; that
recent books circulated more than did older books; and that only a small
proportion of the books frcan the Shaw List circulated during any academic
year. These data frcan this study may be of value in helping to set a
norm for student-use of libraries similar to the one studied. But its
greatest value is in connection with the library budget, with which the
library administration is always concerned.
Another study, attempting to get at student-use of the college li¬
brary, was conducted in 1937-1938 by Stanley E. Qwynn at the University of
3
Chicago. Unlike the findings of the other studies summarized above,
^ewis Stieg, "A Technique for Evaluating the College Library
Book Collection," Library Quarterly, XIII (January, 19U3)> 3U-UU.
^Charles G. Shaw, A List of Books for College Libraries. 2d
Preliminary Edition (Chicago: American Library Association, 1931).
Supplement (1931-38), 19U0.
Stanley E. Gwynn, "Library Service to Undergraduates," College
and Research Libraries. XIV (July, 1953), 267-268.
this investigation revealed that actual use of the library by students
averaged from 70 to 80 volumes per student per year. It was further
pointed out that
Although the 1,230 students in one Humanities general course
and in two Social Sciences general courses withdrew 29,000 books
one quarter, only 635 of these titles were in the carefully-selec¬
ted and highly reccxnmended optional reading category. This is the
rate of about one and one-half volumes of non-required reading per
year per student.^
The study concluded that generally the students borrowed only
those books which they were required to read.
A shift in the college curriculum caused the library to be abo¬
lished in 19U3; but in the same year a new library, intended to be a
source of free reading for the entire University, was opened. A study of
the use of this library revealed that students accounted for only 36 per
cent of the use of the library; that 71 per cent of the students borrowed
no books; and that reccanmended readings circulated hardly at all.
All of the studies cited above were isolated, and each was attempt¬
ing to find out different things about student-use of the different li¬
braries. Since each study involved different libraries located in insti¬
tutions whose curricula and aims are different, and since there are so
few studies, no generalizations can be drawn from them. One may note the
methodologies used in these various studies and frc«u them devise another
study on student-use of the college library, anall" studies of this kind,
when added to other similar studies, may help to establish norms on stu¬
dent-use of college libraries that are more than statistical in nature.
The writer had this thought in mind when he devised the present study
of the use of two cooperating libraries by one group of students who
^Ibid., p. 267.
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must use them*
The Ob.jectives of the Morris Brown College Library
Morris Brown College, founded under the patronage of the African
Methodist Episcopal Church in 1881, has the following aim:
... To provide opportunity for moral, spiritual, and intel¬
lectual growth and Christian influences. An attmpt is made to
meet the needs of the individual student and to stimulate and de¬
velop his interests by the maintenance of an environment in which
the cultural developnent which shows itself in socially efficient
manhood and womanhood is the goal of endeavor at the college* Ac¬
cordingly, an effort is made to combine cultural education with
practical vocational and prevocational training in the preparation
of ministers, elementary and secondary school teachers; also, the
pre-professional training for medicine, law, social work, and other
professions.!
Students, therefore, may pursue a major or minor in biology, busi¬
ness administration, chemistry, economics, education, English, French,
health and physical education, history and political science, heme eco-
ncMuics, mathematics, music, philosophy and religion, physics (minor only),
2
secretarial science, and sociology.
Since the aims of a library must be consistent with those of the
institution which it serves, the Morris Brown College Library attonpts
to carry out the college’s aims and the demands of the curriculum by try-
. . . (1) to stimulate and promote the wide general and cultural
reading of students and faculty; (2) to supply adequately and quick¬
ly, fresh, helpful, and enlightening resovirces; and (3) to develop
in all library clientele the ability to use books and other library
material with ease and efficiency.^
Morris Brown College, Annual Catalogue, 1955-1956; Announce¬
ments 1956-1957(Atlanta: Morris Brown College Press, 1956;, p. 25.
^Ibid., p. UO.
^Arthur J. Safford, "A Survey of the Morris Brown College Library,
Atlanta, Georgia" (unpublished Master's thesis. School of Library Service,
Atlanta University, 19^6), p. 11.
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The library itself occupies one room, and is located in the main
classroOTi building. Although the library is trying to improve its ser¬
vices to the faculty and students of the school, during the period of
this study no full-time librarian was employed. However, through the co¬
operation of the Atlanta University School of Library Service, four gra¬
duate students of library service, with the help of six student assistants
from Morris Brown College, were able to maintain the normal operating
hours of the library. The library during the period of this study was
open for service $8 hours per week.
The Objectives of the Atlanta University Library
Atlanta University, founded in 1865, is a coeducational, private¬
ly controlled, non-sectaidan institution of higher learning. Although the
enrolment is not very large, as compared with other graduate schools, it
offers courses leading to the master's degree in the areas of biology,
chemistry, economics and business administration, education, English,
French, history, mathematics, political science, sociology, library ser¬
vice and social work,^ The University also permits ^juniors and seniors
from colleges in the Atlanta University Center to enroll in these same
areas.
An arrangement was made on April 1, 1929, among Atlanta University,
Morehouse College and Spelman College for the affiliation of these three
institutions into a University Plan, At that time it was agreed that the
graduate and professional work would be done at Atlanta University, while
the undergraduate work would be done at Spelman College and Morehouse
College, Consequently, under the new plan Atlanta University offered
^Atlanta University, Bulletin 1955-56. Atlanta, Georgia, April.
1956, p. 23.
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several undergraduate-graduate courses which might give credit toward a
master's degree. By the academic year, 1930-31# the undergraduate courses
were discontinued; now the University devotes all its resources to gradu-
1
ate work.
Since 1929# the other Negro colleges in Atlanta, viz., Morris
Brown, Clark College, and Gammon Theological Setiinary, have been added to
canprise the Atlanta University Center. A very fine cooperation among
the institutions has been effected ever since.
It was felt that an important step in pranoting the University
Plan would be the establishment of the central library to serve the
needs of the affiliated institutions and as far as possible, due to
distance, the needs of all the Negro colleges in Atlanta. It should
be located at a convenient point. The General Education Board gener¬
ously made this idea possible by providing the funds needed, in Oc¬
tober, 1930. The block bounded by Chestnut and Henry Streets and
Greensferiy and Columbus Avenues was secured for the site and the
new library built at the corner of Greensferry and Chestnut, a point
midway between the campus of Morehouse College and that of Spelman
College. ... The building was completed in 1932. The General Edu¬
cation Board thereupon made an appropriation of $600,000 for endow¬
ment to provide an income for the maintenance of the building and
for the annual appropriation for books and periodicals. . . .^
Thus the library was created, with the help of the General Edu¬
cation Board, with the stipulation that it was to serve all of the in¬
stitutions of higher learning for Negroes in Atlanta. Each student in
the University Center has the same rights, privileges and responsibili-
3
ties in the library. The library attonpts to provide facilities for
study, reference, and cultural reading, not only for the students but
Ibid., p. 22.
2
Atlanta University, "A Study of Cooperation in the Atlanta
University Center” (Atlanta University, Atlanta, Georgia, 191*6), p. 8.
(Mimeographed.)
^Ibid., p. li*.
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also for the faculty members in the Atlanta University Center. Because
of this relationship the library has many complications of its own. It
not only provides library facilities for Atlanta University's own profes¬
sional schools and for the undergraduate schools in the Center, but quite
frequently the library is called upon to serve the ccatnnunity population
as well.^
Purpose and Scope
The purpose of this study was to ascertain the quality and quan¬
tity of use made of the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library by Morris Brown College students, Ihe study attempted to
find out six things: (1) who used the libraries in terms of (a) classi¬
fication (i.e., freshmen,'sophomores, juniors, and seniors) and (b) sex;
(2) the types of materials used in the various subjects areas; (3) how
frequently students used the libraries; (U) the purposes and motivations
for using each library; (5) the extent to which the students using the
libraries obtained the desired materials; and (6) the extent to which
student-users substituted other materials for inadequately-obtained ma¬
terials.
Since the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta University
Library maintain most of the books and periodicals (except for current
issues) on closed shelves, this study was concerned only with those ma¬
terials for which requests were made. Most of the reference books at
the Morris Brown College Library were also on closed shelves, and had
Margaret G. McLean, ”An Evaluation of the Reference Book Col¬
lection of the Trevor Arnett Library" (unpublished Master's thesis.
School of Library Service, Atlanta University, 1951), pp. 17-18,
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to be requested at the circulation deskj consequently, a picture of the
use of the reference books could not be had from the library's circula¬
tion records, or from the call slips. Since reference books and reserve
books had to be used inside the library, no attempt was made to separate
the two as far as circulation was concerned.
The Atlanta University Library has a separate reference room where
reference books are kept on open shelves. A true picture of the use of
these reference books could not be obtained and were excluded from this
study. A further limitation of this study is that it concerned itself
only with the use made of the two libraries by classified students from
Morris Brown College.
There is a close working relationship among the colleges in the
Atlanta University Center, and since the Atlanta University Library at¬
tempts to supplement the holdings of the other libraries within the Cen¬
ter, a study of this kind should be of some value in pointing out to ad¬
ministrators the weaknesses as well as the strong points in library ad¬
ministration, acquisition policies, and physical facilities. It could
indicate to faculty members the inadvisability of making assignments
which require the extensive use of a few titles, Fina^y, it could fur¬
nish a basis for evaluating the quality of the book collections, not only
in these two libraries, but also in libraries similar to those at Morris
Brown College and Atlanta University.
Methodology
Inasmuch as this study was based on the assumption (1) that
student-use of the library is directly related to the adequacy of the
book collection, and (2) that call slips represent the number of books
11
withdrawn frcsti the library's collection for use either inside or outside
of the library, two methods of collecting the desired data were devised.
First, the call slips for a period of seven weeks were obtained
from the Morris Brown College Library and from the Atlanta University Li¬
brary. The call slips frcm the Morris Brown College Library represented
regular non-reserve books as well as reference books and reserve books.
The call slips from the Atlanta University Library represented not only
regular non-reserve books and reserve books, but also those books which
were in the Negro Collection of the Atlanta University Library. Call
slips for periodicals and vertical file materials were excluded from this
study. The period March 13, 1957 throu^ April 30, 1957 was selected for
the study because it was felt that during this period no unusual danands
were made on either library by the Morris Brown College students.
The call slips were tabulated and yielded information regarding
the classification, the sex, and the subject areas of library use. In
order to verify the sex of the students, an official roster of all the
students at Morris Brown College was carefully checked against the stu¬
dents' records in the Office of the Registrar and the Office of Student
Personnel. Only materials drawn out by full-time students were included
in the tally of call slips.
After the call slips had been tallied and analyzed for the above-
mentioned data, the information obtained was isolated and presented ac¬
cording to the library to which it pertained.
The second method of obtaining data involved interviewing a ran-
dcmi sample of students on the Morris Brown College campus. Seme 160 stu¬
dents, or approximately 20 per cent of the College's total student popu¬
lation were interviewed during the two week period between May 1, 19^7
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and May 1957• These students were encountered in the halls as they
were leaving various classes, chapel exercises, the library, and the din¬
ing room} they were interviewed during their leisure hours on the can5)us,
and in the College's snack bar. Since there were many students enrolled
in various evening courses, it was necessary to conduct some interviews
during these hours - either before the classes met or immediately after
the classes ended. Care was taken not to interview any one student more
than once.
The purposes of the interviews were four-fold in nature: the
writer was attempting to ascertain (1) the extent to which students said
they had used the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta University
Library within the past week, i,e,, the week immediately preceding the day
on which the student was interviewed; (2) the reasons for using each li¬
brary; (3) the extent to which students were successful in obtaining de¬
sired materials and if materials were not obtained, what were the reasons
given; and (U) the proportion of students who substituted other materials
when they were not successful in obtaining the desired materials. During
the interviews, students were encouraged to make any general statement
they wished to offer regarding the two libraries.
The information gathered from the interviews was analyzed in a
manner similar to the method used in analyzing the call slips, Frotn the
information gathered through these two methods, the writer then summarized
the findings and made specific recommendations.
CHAPTER II
USE MADE OF THE MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE LIBRARY
AND THE ATLANTA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY BY
MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE STUDENTS
The effectiveness of the library can be measured by the extent
to which it is used.^ Although Morris Brown College has a library on its
campus, the library is not large enough to acccnnmodate a large portion of
the students. The resources of the library likewise do not lend them¬
selves to wide use by all of the students. The Atlanta University Li¬
brary, therefore, cooperates with the Morris Brown College Library by sup¬
plementing many of the materials. As a result, the freshman and sopho¬
more students are encouraged to use the Morris Brown College Library
while the juniors and seniors are encouraged to use the Atlanta University
Library located approximately eight blocks away.
Because of the limited number of copies of certain titles, both
the Atlanta University Library and the Morris Brown College Library use
the reserve-book system. During the period of this study the Morris
Brown College Library had approximately 500 volumes on closed reserve
shelves which had to be requested frcm the circulation desk. The entire
library comprises approximately 13,000 volumes. In addition to being
able to use reserve books over-night and on the week-end, students could
also use reserve books for an unlimited time in the library. If a title
was in demand, it was usually left to the discretion of the librarian as
^Guy R. Lyle, The Administration of the College Librsiry (New
York: H. W. Wilson Company, 19k9)t p. 5^5.
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to the length of time a student could use the book.
Data Obtained from Call Slips
The Morris Brown College Library
During the seven-week period under studj, 2,355 volumes were
withdrawn from the Morris Brown College Library by Morris Brown College
students. Of this number, 1,799 were non-reserve booksj 556 were reserve
books.
Classification.--Of the total number of non-reserve books used,
677, or 38 per cent, were circulated to freshmen; 5U3, or 30 per cent,
to sophomores; 356, or 20 per cent, to juniors; and 223, or 12 per cent,
to seniors. This represented an average of three non-reserve volumes
per student. Of the 556 reserve books used, 19l*, or 35 per cent, were
circulated to freshmen; 167, or 30 per cent to sophomores; lOl*, or 19
per cent, to juniors; and 91, or 16 per cent, to seniors. This repre¬
sented an average of less thsui one reserve volume per student.
At the Morris Brown College Library, the freshmen and sophanores
made greater use of both non-reserve and reserve books; however, the
sophanores used reserve books much more than did any of the other stu¬
dents and the freshmen used reserve books only sli^tly more than did the
seniors.
The freshmen and sophomores at Morris Brown College are encouraged
to use the Morris Brown College Library; the circulation of non-reserve
books reflects this anphasis. It is interesting to note that there is a
direct relationship between the circulation of non-reserve books in the
Morris Brown College Library and the academic advancement of students,
i.e., as students progressed academically, they used the library less
15
(see Table 1).
TABLE 1
USE OF THE MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE LIBRARY BY CLASSIFICATION
OF MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE STUDENTS
Classifi¬
cation
Total Enrolment Non-Reserve Circulation Reserve Circulation*
Number Per Cent Number Percent Volumes
per
Student
Number Per Cent
Freshmen 222 35 677 38 3.0U 19U 35
Sophomores 159 25 5U3 30 3.U2 167 30
Juniors 1U5 23 356 20 2.U5 lOU 19
Seniors 110 17 223 12 2.03 91 16 ’
Total 636 100 1,799 100 2.83 556 100
The number of volumes per srtudent was not included since the
differences were negligible.
Sex.—When the circulation of non-reserve books was broken down
by sex, it was revealed that of the 1,799 volumes circulated, 1,063 vol¬
umes, or 59 per cent were withdrawn by women students. Although the men
students withdrew only 736 volumes, or Ul per cent of the total, the aver¬
age volumes-per-student for men was 2.8 as compared with 2.3 for wonen
students. The wcmien students, who conprised 59 per cent of the student
population, accounted for 60 per cent of the reserve books which circu¬
lated; the men students, comprising Ul per cent of the student population,
accounted for UO per cent of the reserve books which circulated (see
Table 2),
Subject areas of library use.—When the use of the Morris Brown
College Library was analyzed in terms of subject areas, it was revealed
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TABLE 2
USE OF THE MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE LIBRARY BY
SEX OF MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE STUDENTS
Total inrolment Non-Reserve Circulation Reserve Circulation*
Sex Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Volumes
per
Student
Number Per Cent
Men 262 Ul .736 Ul 2.8 225 Uo
Women 37U 59 1,063 59 2.3 331 60
Total 636 100 1,799 100 2.83 556 100
The number of volumes per student was not included since the
differences were negligible.
that the Library’s non-reserve books were used most in the area of the
social sciences^ which accounted for volumes of the total non-reserve
circulation of 1,799. Religion ranked second with a circulation of 375j
philosophy and psychology, 198; language and literature, 193; history,
biography, and geography, 177; the pure sciences (including mathematics,
physics, biology and anthropology), 129; the applied sciences (including
health, agriculture, home econcanics, and business and business methods),
102; fine arts and music, 82; fiction, 31; and general works (including
bibliography and library service), seven volumes (see Figure 1).
The first seven subject areas which included the social sciences;
religion; philosophy and psychology; literature and language; history,
biography and geography; the pure sciences; and the applied sciences ac¬
counted for 1,679 volumes, or 93 per cent of the circulation. The fine
arts and music; fiction; and general works accounted for 120 non-reserve
volumes, or seven per cent of the non-reserve volumes which circulated.
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Fig, l.--Use of the Morris Brown College Library
by subject areas
SUBJECT AREAS
Subject areas are grouped to conform as closely as possible to the
Dewey Decimal Classification Scheme,
Since neither the Morris Brown College Library nor the Atlanta
University Library requires students to include the call numbers on call
slips when requesting reserve materials, and since much of the material
on reserve is owned personally by Morris Brown College instructors, the
556 reserve books which circulated were not classified according to sub¬
ject areas.
The Atlanta University Library
Classification.—^For the seven-week period there was a total of
1,U21 volumes which were circulated from the Atlanta University Library
to the Morris Brown College students. Of this total number, 1,301 were
non-reserve books; the remainder, 120 volumes, represented reserve books.
When circulation of the non-reserve books at the Atlanta University Li¬
brary was analyzed according to classification of students, it was found
that freshmen accounted for 189 volumes; sophomores, 577 volumes; juniors,
371 volumes; and seniors, 16U volumes. This was an average of 2.05 non-
reserve volumes per student for the seven-week period.
Sophomores and juniors used the non-reserve books more than did
the other students; reserve books, on the other hand, hardly circulated.
Of the 120 volumes, 33 were circulated to seniors, Ul to juniors, to
sophcxiores, and only one to the freshmen (see Table 3)* With the excep¬
tion of freshmen, who accounted for the circulation of only one reserve
book from the Atlanta University Library, the reserve books were used
almost equally by the other students.
Sex.--Of the 1,301 non-reserve books which circulated from the
Atlanta University Library during the seven-week period, women students
accounted for 862 volumes, or 66 per cent and men accounted for U39
19
volumes or 3U per cent. The average volumes per student for women was
2.3; for men^ 1.68.
TABLE 3
USE OF THE ATLANTA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY BY CLASSIFICATION
OF MORRIS BROWN COLLECT STUDENTS
Classifi¬
cation
Total Enrolment Non-Reserve Circulation Reserve Circulation*
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Volumes
per
Student
Number Per Cent
Freshmen 222 35 189 15 0.85 1 1 .
Sophomores 159 25 577 hh 3.62 U5 38
Juniors lii5 23 371 28 2.56 Ul 3k
Seniors 110 17 16U 13 1.U9 33 27
Total 636 100 1,301 100 2.05 120 100
'’^The number of volumes per student was not included since the
differences were negligible.
Although the reserve books were not used generally during the
seven-week period^ the women students tended to use than more than did
the men students (see Table U)« Of the 120 reserve books which circu¬
lated, the women students accounted for 95 volumes, or 79 per cent of the
circulation; the men students accounted for only 25 volumes, or 21 per
cent of the circulation.
Subject areas of library use.—The subject areas of library use
at the Atlanta University Library tended to reflect somewhat the cur¬
ricula emphases of Morris Brown College (see Figure 2). Of the 1,301
volumes of non-reserve books which circulated, the heaviest concentra¬
tion, UU6 volumes, was in the area of the social sciences. History
20
biography, and geography ranked second in popularity with a circulation
of 23I5 language and literature, 1^3J fine arts and music, lU8j the pure
sciences, lUij philosophy and psychology, 110j religion, 68j applied
sciences, 26; and general works, five volumes.
TABLE U
USE OF THE ATLANTA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY BY SEX
OF MORRIS BROWN COLLEO: STUDENTS
Total Enrolment Non-Reserve Circulation Reserve Circulation*
Sex Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Volumes
per
Student
Number Per Cent
Men 262 Ul U39 3U 1.68 25 21
Women 37U 59 862 66 2.30 95 79
Total 636 100 1,301 100 2.05 120 100
'^‘The number of volumes per student was not included since the
differences were negligible.
It was interesting to note that 1,092 volumes, or 8U per cent of
the total non-reserve circulation, came from the areas of the social
sciences; fine arts and music; language and literature; history, bio¬
graphy and geography; and the pure sciences. The areas of philosophy
and psychology, religion, the applied sciences, and general works ac¬
counted for only 209 volumes, or I6 per cent of the total non-reserve
circulation.
Data Obtained from Interviews
In an effort to present a more ccmplete picture of the use of
the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta University Library by
Subject areas are grouped to conform as closely as possible to
the Dewey Decimal Classification
Scheme,
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by Subject Areas*
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Morris Brown College students, the writer interviewed 160 students at
random; this number represented 20 per cent of the total student popula¬
tion. The students were interviewed during a two-week period frcxn May 1,
1957 to May 15, 1957. Since the interviews were done on a randcam basis,
there was an uneven distribution of students in terms of class levels.
However, there was a representative sample of the student body when the
sample of students interviewed was compared percentage-wise with the total
student population.
The freshman class, consisting of 222 students, or 35 per cent of
the total enrolment, was represented in the interview sample by 29 stu«-
dents, or 18 per cent of the total number of students interviewed; the
sophomores, consisting of 159 students, or 25 per cent of the enrolment,
were represented by a sample of U6 students or 29 per cent; the juniors,
consisting of lii5 members, or 23 per cent of the student enrolment, were
represented by U7 students, or 29 per cent; while the senior class, con¬
sisting of 110 students, or 17 per cent of the enrolment, was represented
by 38 students, or 2U per cent of the total number of students inter¬
viewed (see Table 5). Of the l60 students interviewed, 77 or I4.8 per cent,
were men and 63, or 52 per cent, were women. Although the women exceeded
the men by 18 per cent in the total enrolment, they exceeded men by only
four per cent in the sample. The men consisted of 262 menbers, or Ul
per cent of the enrolment, and the women consisted of 37li members, or
59 per cent of the total enrolment.
The purpose of the interviews was four-fold in nature: the wri¬
ter was attempting to ascertain (1) the extent to which students said
they had used the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta University
Library during the week immediately preceding the interview; (2) the
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TABLE 5
NUMBER OF STUDENTS INTERVIEWED COMPARED WITH
ENROIMENT OF MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE
Total Enrolment Total Interviewed
classification Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Freshmen 222 35 29 18
Sophomores 159 25 U6 29
Juniors lli5 23 U7 29
Seniors 110 17 38 2U
Total 636 100 160 100
Sex Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Men 262 Ul 77 U8
Women 37U 59 83 52
Total 636 100 160 100
reasons for using each library; (3) the extent to which students were
successful in obtaining desired materials, and if materials were not ob¬
tained what were the reasons given; and (U) the proportion of students
who substituted other materials when they were not successful in obtain¬
ing the desired materials (see Appendix A). Students were encouraged to
make any general statements they wished to make about the two libraries.
The data obtained from the interviews are presented below.
Frequency of Use
In an attempt to ascertain how frequently students used the Morris
Brown College Library and the Atlanta University Library, the students
interviewed were asked to state the number of times they had used (1) the
Morris Brown College Library and (2) the Atlanta University Library within
the past week. It was found that of the 160 students interviewed, three
freshmen, four sophomores, six juniors, and 10 seniors had not used the
library at allj nine freshmen, 18 sophmores, 30 juniors and 13 seniors
had used it between one and four times; l5 freshmen, 18 sophcwiores, 10
juniors, and 13 seniors had used it between five and nine times; while
two freshmen, five sophomores, two juniors, and two seniors had used it
between 10 and lU times (see Table 6).
TABLE 6
FREQUENCY OF USE OF THE MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE LIBRARY
AND THE ATLANTA UNIVERSITY LIBRARY BY CUSSIFICATION
AND SEX OF MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE STUDENTS
Class Level Frequency of Library Use
Morris Brown College
Library
Atlanta University
Library
Never l-U 5-9 lO-lU Never 1—u 5-9 lO-Hi
Freshmen 3 9 15 2 22 • • • • • •
Sophcmores U 18 18 5 12 30 3 • •
Juniors 6 30 10 2 20 23 5 • •
Seniors 10 13 13 2 lU 18 5 1
Total 23 70 56 11 68 71 13 1
Sex
Men 13 33 26 6 31 32 7 1
Women 10 37 30 5 37 39 6 • •
Total 23 70 56 11 68 71 13 1
Responses to this same question in regard to the use of the At¬
lanta University Library revealed that 22 freshmen, 12 sophomores, 20
juniors, and lU seniors had not used the library at all; no freshmen,
30 sophomores, 23 juniors, and Ifi seniors had used it between one and
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four times; no freshmen, three sophomores, five juniors, and five seniors
had used it between five and nine times; and only one student, a senior,
had used the Atlanta University Library between 10 and lU times.
So far as frequency of use of the library by sex is concerned, of
the 160 students interviewed, 13 men and 10 wcsuen had not used the Morris
Brown College Library; 33 men and 37 women had used it between one and
four times; 26 men and 30 women between five and nine times; and six men
and five women had used the Morris Brown College Library between 10 and
m times. Use of the Atlanta University Library followed a slightly dif¬
ferent pattern. Thirty-one men and 37 women had not used the library at
all; 32 men and 39 women had used it between one and four times; seven
men and six women between five and nine times, and only one student, a
man, had used the Atlanta University Library between 10 and lU times
(see Table 6).
Reasons for Using Each Library
m order to ascertain why students actually used the Morris Brown
College Library and the Atlanta University Library, the writer, when
interviewing the I60 students, asked, "What was your primary reason for
using the library?" Many students used each library for more than one
reason, and many students used each library many different times a day
for the same reason. The total, therefore, could not represent the num¬
ber of Individual students using the two libraries. The results, however,
did give a crude picture of why students used each library.
The Morris Brown College Library.—^The largest percentage of stu¬
dents interviewed used the Morris Brown College Library for doing as¬
signed reading, either from reserve books, from non-reserve books, frcam
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newspapers, or frora periodicals. It was revealed that 25 students used
the librarj to do assigned reading from reserve books, 38 to do assigned
reading from non-reserve books, two to do assigned reading from news¬
papers, and four to do assigned reading from periodicals. On the other
hand, 18 students used the Morris Brown College Library for preparing
papers; 27 used it to study from their own textbooks; U2 went to the li¬
brary to borrow books; l5 went to return books, and 29 went to the Morris
Brown College Library to read newspapers (see Table 7).
TABLE 7
REASONS Qimi BY 160 STUDENTS FOR USING THE ATLANTA UNIVERSITY
LIBRARY AND THE MORRIS BROWN COLLEGE LIBRARY
Reasons Given
Morris Brown
College
Library
Atlanta
University
Library
Total
For Assigned Reading
From Reserve Books 25 5 30
From Non-Reserve Books 38 10 U8
From Newspapers 2 • • • 2
Frran Periodicals k U 8
To Prepare Paper 18 3 21
To Study from Own Textbooks 21 2 29
To Borrow Books U2 21 63
To Return Books 15 5 20
To Read Newspapers 29 1 30
To Obtain Required Reading
Not Available at the
Morris Brown College Library
Reserve Books • • • 7 7
Non-Reserve Books • • t 30 30
Periodicals • • • 13 13
Theses • • « 1 1
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The Atlanta University Library.— Students used the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library more for the purpose of obtaining required reading ma¬
terials that were not available at the Morris Brown College Library. Of
the 160 students interviewed, seven said that they used the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library to obtain required reserve reading materials that were
not available at the Morris Brown College Library, 30 used it to obtain
required non-reserve books, 13 used it to do required reading from peri¬
odicals, while one used it to do required reading in a thesis. In addi¬
tion, 19 students used the Atlanta University Library to do assigned read¬
ing either from reserve books, non-reserve books, newspapers, or from
periodicals which might or might not have been available to them at the
Morris Brown College Library. Three students used the Atlanta University
Library to prepare papers, two to study from their own textbooks, 21 to
borrow books, five to return books, and one used the library to read
newspapers (see Table 7).
In an attempt to discover further the motives behind the students'
use of each library, students were asked what actually motivated them to
use the library. Of the students who had used the Morris Brown College
Library, 78 used it as the result of the instructors' suggestions; 58
used it because of their own interests; five used the library because
fellow students had suggested it to them, and one because the Morris
Brown College Library was more convenient than the Atlanta University
Library.
The various motives given for using the Atlanta University Li¬
brary did not vary from those given for the Morris Brown College Li¬
brary. Here, too, it was revealed that the largest number of students,
65, had used the Atlanta University Library because their instructors
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had suggested it, althou^ 20 other students had used the library be¬
cause of their interests in a particular subject* Although one student
used the Atlanta University Library because the librarian at Morris Brown
College had suggested it, another student used the library at the sug¬
gestion of a fellow student. In addition, one student used the library
to look up materials on a subject as a result of hearing a discussion on
it, and one student used the Atlanta University Library because it was more
convenient than the Morris Brown College Library.
Success of Students in Obtaining Desired Materials
This portion of the study is an attempt to discover the extent
to which the students interviewed obtained the materials they were seek¬
ing at the Morris Brown College Library and at the Atlanta University Li¬
brary.
The Morris Brown College Library.—When the students were asked
if they had obtained the materials desired from the Morris Brown College
Library, 7U students, or 6l per cent, who used the library answered in
the affirmative; 12, or 10 per cent answered in the negative; while 3S»
or 29 per cent of the students said that they obtained some of the de¬
sired materials. Of the Ul students who either did not obtain the ma¬
terials from the Morris Brown College Library or obtained seme of it,
25 said that they did not obtain the materials because they were out of
the library on loan; seven students said that materials were lost from
the Morris Brown College Library; nine said that the library had never
had the materials desired.
The Atlanta University Library.—A total of 88 students inter¬
viewed had used the Atlanta University Library to obtain materials.
Fifty-five, or 63 per cent of the students obtained the desired materials,
and four students, or foixr per cent did not. There were 2? students, or
33 per cent, who obtained sane of the desired materials requested. Of
the students who failed to obtain desired materials at the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library, five said that the materials were lost, and three said
that the library had never had the desired materials. Of the 33 stu¬
dents who did not obtain all the materials they desired, 21 said that the
materials were not obtained because they were loaned out.
Substitution of Desired Materials
The Morris Brown College Library.—When students were asked if the
materials obtained were adequate for their purposes, it was revealed that
of the 121 students who used the Morris Brown College Library, 81 said
that materials obtained were adequate, and 18 thought the materials ob¬
tained were partially adequate for their purposes. On the other hand,
22 students thought that materials were not adequate for their purposes.
Of the UO students who got only partially adequate or totally imdequate
materials from the Morris Brown College Library, 38 said that they sub¬
stituted them with other materials available either from the reserve-
book section, or frcaa the non-reserve book section of the library.
The Atlanta University Library.—Of the 88 students using the
Atlanta University Library, 58 thou^t that the materials obtained were
adequate, and 16 students thought they were not adequate. Fourteen stu¬
dents thought that the materials were partially adequate for their pur¬
poses. Of the 30 students who reported that their materials were either
partially or totally inadequate for their purposes, 27 said that they
substituted other materials for those desired.
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General Statements Concerning the Two Libraries
At the termination of the interviews with the l60 students from
Morris Brown College, the writer asked each interviewee to make any
statments about either of the two libraries, or about both of them.
Although some of the students hesitated about making statements, other
students were quite happy to do so. Some students made several comments,
while others did not. The statements made by the students were placed on
the bottom portion of the interview schedule (see Appendix A). The gen¬
eral statonents given by the students interviewed are presented below.
It is believed that these general statements made by the students would
be helpful to the people who are concerned with the Morris Brown College
Library. They should be helpful to the administrative officers of the
two institutions, to the librarians of both libraries, and to the fa¬
culty manbers of Morris Brown College.
The Morris Brown College Library
When students were asked to make comments about the libraries,
most of them commented on the Morris Brown College Library, rather than
on the Atlanta University Library. Perhaps this is because most of the
students used the Morris Brown College Library more than they did the
Atlanta University Library, and were more familiar with the situation at
Morris Brown College. Most of the comments on the Morris Brown College
Library concerned the adequacy and inadequacy of materials, library per¬
sonnel, lighting, and the card catalog. Although 22 students thought
that the materials in the Morris Brown College Library were usually
adequate for most purposes, 13 students thought that the materials were
inadequate; while 11 students thought that titles in the library should
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have been duplicated more than they were. Seme of the areas in which the
students thought the materials were inadequate were physical education,
psychology, religion, philosophy, business, teaching music, basic mathe¬
matics, English literature and criticism, and recreational reading.
In regard to library personnel at the Morris Brown College Library,
eight students were quick to say that the staff members were quite help¬
ful in assisting them to locate desired materials. There were two stu¬
dents, however, who thought that library personnel were quite inefficient.
As was stated earlier, the Morris Brown College Library did not have a
full-time librarian as such during the time this study was made. In¬
stead, the library was administered by four graduate students frean the
Atlanta University School of Library Service, along with six student li¬
brary assistants frera Morris Brown College. Seven of the students in¬
terviewed also thought that there should be a full-time librarian on
duty in the library during all hours the library was open.
Although one student thought that the lighting in the library
was adequate, 10 thought that the lighting was quite inadequate. At the
time of this study, the one-room library was lighted by 12 incandescent
lights which hung very near the ceiling. These were hardly enough lights
to give adequate lighting to an area large enough to accommodate nearly
100 students comfortably.
The card catalog in the college library should be carefully main¬
tained, so that it may serve as a guide to the library's books. If the
card catalog is not carefully maintained, it is quite difficult, if not
impossible, for students to obtain desired materials, especially in a
library employing closed stacks. Of the students who cemmented on the
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Morris Brown College Library, nine thought that the card catalog should
be weeded in order to eliminate all catalog cards which represented books
that were lost or misplaced frcmi the library's collection.
Only four students complained about the vibrations from the fur¬
naces located directly below the library, while three students thought
the library was generally too noisy during the nights the library was
open. Three students thought that the library was usually quiet enough
to do constructive work. Not more than three students made each of the
following comments:
1. The library should stay open longer hours.
2. The library should have a browsing room.
3. There should be more chairs and tables to accommodate more
students.
U* All materials should be located in the Morris Brown College
Library, instead of being divided between two libraries.
5. The College should build a new library building.
6. The library should require students to use magazines only in
the library.
7. The library does not have enough newspapers.
The Atlanta University Library
Students did not comment on the Atlanta University Library as
much as they did on the Morris Brown College Library. Of the 32 stu¬
dents who commented, however, eight thought that the Atlanta University
Library was inconveniently located for the Morris Brown College students.
The library is actually located some eight blocks away from the Morris
Brown College campus. It was interesting to note that 25 per cent of
the students who caranented on the Atlanta University Library thought
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.hat it was inconveniently located.
Five students commenting on the Atlanta University Library thought
■hat it did not duplicate its materials in sufficient quantities to ac-
icmmodate enough of the students who must use it. This helped to support
.he statements given earlier in the interview relative to the reasons
fhy students did not obtain the desired materials. Not more than three
tudents made each of the following ccxnments:
1. Materials are located more easily at the Atlanta University
Library.
2. The Atlanta University Library is adequately lighted.
3. The Atlanta University Library is not adequately lighted.
U. The Atlanta University Library does not have enough perio¬
dicals in the areas of philosophy and religion.
5. Library personnel are courteous and cooperative about get¬
ting materials for students.
6. It is a joy just to walk over to the Atlanta University Li¬
brary to get away from the Morris Brown College campus.
7. The Atlanta University Library is too large for comfort.
8. The library is quite adequate in most areas.
9. The library has inadequate materials.10.The library assistants should be taught to be more courte¬
ous to its patrons.
From the statements it can be seen that students had mixed
pinions about the library. Some students thought that materials were
dequate, while others thought that they were not; some thought that
he personnel of the library were courteous and helpful, while others
bought they were not. Still other students thought the library was
3U
adeqiiately lighted, while others thought that it was not. Although most
of the statements tend to conflict, they do tell something about the vari¬
ous obseirvations these students made when they visited the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library.
CHAPTER III
SUMMARY AND RECOMENDATIONS
The purpose of this study was to ascertain the quality and quan¬
tity of use made of the Morris Brown College Library and the Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library by the Morris Brown College students. The study at-
tsnpted to investigate six things: (1) who used the two libraries in
terms of class level and in terms of sex; (2) the materials used in the
various subject areas; (3) the purposes for which students used the two
libraries; (U) frequency of use; (5) the extent to which students using
the two libraries obtained the desired materials; and (6) the extent to
which students made substitutions for inadequately-obtained materials.
One of the limitations of this study was that reference materials
from the Atlanta University Library were not included. The Atlanta Uni¬
versity Library has a separate reference rocwi, and it is not necessary
to present call slips in order to obtadn materials. Another limitation
of this study was that since there was an attempt to use student classi¬
fication as one of the imits of measurement of the use of the two libra¬
ries, only classified students were considered.
There were two methods used to obtain the desired data. The first
method consisted of collecting call slips from the Morris Brown College
Library and frcau the Atlanta University Library for a period of seven
weeks, from March 13, 1957 to April 30, 1957. These call slips repre¬
sented both reserve books and non-reserve books; call slips for refer¬
ence books from the Morris Brown College Library were also included.
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The call slips were used to ascertain (1) the number of students who used
the two libraries in terms of sex and class level and (2) the subject
areas of library use.
A second method of obtaining data included interviewing at ran¬
dom 160 students^ or 20 per cent of the entire student population at
Morris Brown College. The interviews served a four-fold pvirpose: they
attempted (1) to ascertain the frequency of use of the two libraries^
(2) to find out the reasons for which the students used each library;
(3) to investigate the extent to which students were successful in ob¬
taining desired materials, and if materials were not obtained, what were
the reasons given; and (U) to find out the extent to which students sub¬
stituted other materials when they were not successful in obtaining ade¬
quate materials.
The methodology of this investigation involved analyzing the call
slips and the interview schedules in terras of their purposes as they were
related to this study. The data gathered frcam the call slips and frcro
the interviews were then presented separately. A summarization of the
findings frcsn this investigation is presented below.
When circulation of non-reserve books at the Morris Brown Col¬
lege Library was analyzed according to student classification, it was
revealed that of the 1,799 volumes which circulated, the freshmen ac¬
counted for 677, or 38 per cent; the sophcatiores accounted for 5U3, or
30 per cent; the juniors, 3^6, or 20 per cent; and the seniors accounted
for 223, or 12 per cent of the non-reserve-book circulation. Circulation
of non-reserve books, when compared with the enrolment at Morris Brown
College, revealed that the freshmen and sophomores actually used non-
reserve books more than did the juniors and seniors (see Figure 3).
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Fig. 3.- Use of non-reserve books at the Atlanta
University Library and the Morris Brown College Library.
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This circulation of more non-reserve books to freshmen and sophomores,
then, is in keeping with one of the objectives of the library at Morris
Brown College. Although there was a decrease in the use of the library
by the two upper classes, these two groups continued to make great demands
on the materials which were intended for use by the freshmen and sopho¬
mores.
Circulation of non-reserve books at the Atlanta University Li¬
brary, on the other hand, showed that the sophomores and juniors used
the library more than did the freshmen and seniors. Some 1,301 non¬
reserve volumes were circulated to the Morris Brown College students.
Of this number, freshmen accounted for l89j sophomores, 577; juniors,
371; and seniors, 16U volumes. This was, respectively, 15 per cent,
UU per cent, 28 per cent and 13 per cent (see Figure 3)» In addition to
using the Morris Brown College Library, more than the other students,
the sophomores also accounted for more books at the Atlanta University
Library. This might indicate that the sophomores were reading more wide¬
ly than were the other students, and that they had to use both libraries
in order to acquire adequate materials. On the other hand, the relative¬
ly high percentage of use by the freshmen might suggest that many of the
materials which they desired were not available to them at the Morris
Brown College Library,
So far as circulation of reserve books at the two libraries was
concerned, of the 556 volumes which circulated at the Morris Brown Col¬
lege Library, the freshmen accounted for 19U or 35 per cent; the sopho¬
mores, 167 or 30 per cent; the juniors, lOU or 19 per cent; and the
seniors accounted for 91, or I6 per cent of the total reserve-book cir¬
culation, These figures, when compared with the enrolment, showed that
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the sophcanores checked out more reserve books than did the other stu¬
dents, who tended to use reserve books to about the same degree (see
Figure U).
Uo
The reserve books at the Atlanta University Library hardly circu¬
lated, However, of the 120 volumes which did circulate, only one was
circulated to a freshmemj or 38 per cent to sophomores; Ul> or 3k
per cent, to Juniors; and 33» or 27 per cent to seniors. With the ex¬
ception of freshmen, all students used the reserve books at the Atlan¬
ta University Library about the same.
Nearly all students, then, at Morris Brown College, regardless
of classification, tended to use both reserve and non-reserve materials
at the Morris Brown College Library; the sophomores used both libraries
more than did other students.
This study also revealed that although the men students used the
non-reserve books slightly more at the Morris Brown College Library than
did the wcmen, they used them less at the Atlanta University Library,
At Morris Brown College, the women, comprising $9 per cent of the stu¬
dent population, accounted for 59 per cent of the non-reserve circula¬
tion and the men, cranposing Ul per cent of the population, accounted for
Ul per cent of the circulation.
Women students used reserve books more than did the men students
at both libraries. At the Morris Brown College Library women students
accounted for 60 per cent of the reserve circulation; at the Atlanta
University Library they accounted for 79 per cent of the total reserve
circulation.
These findings are at slight variance with those of Gaskill, Dun-
1
bar, and Brown, Unlike their study this portion of the investigation
did not lead the writer to conclude that women students were more con-
, ?, Gaskill, R, M, Dunbar, and C, H, Brown, op, cit,, p, 586
scientious about getting out their assignments than were men students.
Rather, it can be concluded that taking circulation figures as one cri¬
terion, both groups tended to be equally conscientious about getting out
their assignments.
Use of the two libraries in the various subject areas tended to
complement each other, rather than to show much duplication (see Figure
5)» Students used the Morris Brown College Library more in each subject
area, except in the areas of history, biography and geography, and the
fine arts. This trend in use indicates that neither the Morris Brown
College Library nor the Atlanta University Library has enough materials
to supply the students it must serve, thus making it necessary for all
groups to use both libraries. Since the students used the Morris Brown
College Library more than they did the Atlanta University Library, it
is possible that students went to the Atlanta University Library only
after they could not find the desired materials at the Morris Brown Col¬
lege Library.
So far as frequency of use of the two libraries is concerned, the
interviews revealed that three freshmen, four sophomores, six juniors,
and 10 seniors had not used the Morris Brown College Library at all;
nine freshmen, 18 sophomores, 30 juniors, and 13 seniors had used it
between one and four times; 15 freshmen, 18 sophomores, 10 juniors,
and 13 seniors had used it between five and nine times; and two fresh¬
men, five sophomores, two juniors, and two seniors had used it between
10 and Hi times. On the other hand 22 freshmen, 12 sophomores, 20 juniors
and lii seniors had not used the Atlanta University Library; no freshmen,
30 sophomores, 23 juniors, and 18 seniors had used it between one and
four times; no freshmen, three sophomores, five juniors, and five
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seniors had used it between five and nine times. Only one student, a
senior, had used the Atlanta University Library between 10 and lit times.
The largest percentage of students had used both libraries between one
and four times during the week immediately preceding the interviews.
Of the 160 students interviewed, 77 were men and 83 were wcwxen.
Thirteen men and 10 women had not used the Morris Brown College Library
at all; 33 nien and 37 women had used it between one and four times; 26
men and 30 women between five and nine times; and six men and five wo¬
men between 10 and lU times, A total of 31 men and 37 women had not
used the Atlanta University Library at all; 32 men and 39 wcrnien had used
it between one and four times; seven men and six women had used it be¬
tween five and nine times; and one student, a man, had used the Atlanta
University Library between 10 and lU times.
The results of the interviews agree with the results from the call
slips in regard to use of the two libraries by sex. Both men and women
used the two libraries with about the same frequency. Although there was
relatively wide variation in the use of the two libraries, the greatest
percentage of students tended to use both libraries between one and four
times.
From the interviews it was also discovered that although students
used both libraries for various reasons, students used the Morris Brown
College Library more for preparing assigned readings in reserve books,
non-reserve books, newspapers, and periodicals. Students used the Atlan¬
ta University Library more for obtaining required reading from materials
that were not available at the Morris Brown College Library, Perhaps
this helps to ejqjlain why the subject areas used at the Atlanta Univer¬
sity Library tended to complement those used at the Morris Brown College
Library.
The data revealed further that of the 160 students who had used
the two libraries, 78 had used the Morris Brown College Library, 6$ had
used the Atlanta University Library because of instructors' suggestions.
Perhaps this indicates that the instructors at Morris Brown College were
attempting to make their students more conscious of the resources of these
two libraries.
It was interesting to note the success students had in obtaining
materials from the two libraries. Of the students who had used the Mor¬
ris Brown College Library, 7U or 6l per cent, obtained the desired ma¬
terials; or 29 per cent obtained some; and 12, or 10 per cent did
not. Of the 88 students who had used the Atlanta University Library,
55 or 63 per cent had obtained the desired materials; 29 students or
33 per cent obtained some of the desired materials; and four students,
or four per cent did not (see Figure 6),
Morris Brown College
Library
Atlanta University
Library
Fig, 6,- Success in obtaining desired materials.
Twenty-five of the Ul students who either did not obtain the de¬
sired mateidals, or who obtained some of it from the Morris Brown College
Library, said that the desired materials were not obtained because they
were out of the library on loan; the other reasons given were that the
desired materials were either lost or that the library had never had
them. Of the 33 students who either did not obtain all of the desired
materials from the Atlanta University Library or obtained some of it,
21 said that the materials were out of the library on loan; 12 students
claimed that materials were not obtained because they were either lost
or the library had never had them.
These findings show further that neither library had enough ma¬
terials to supply all of the students at Morris Brown College,
Frran the general statements made by the students interviewed, it
was revealed that most of the students commented on the adequacy and in¬
adequacy of materials, library personnel, lighting, and the card catalog.
The greatest number of students who made ccmments thought that materials
were inadequate for most purposes. Relatively few students commented
on the Atlanta University Library, Only 2$ per cent of those who com¬
mented thought that the Atlanta University Library was inconveniently
located. Other students thought that the library did not duplicate its
materials enough.
Since the Atlanta University Library is designed to supplement
the holdings of the libraries in the Atlanta University Center, and
since the Morris Brown College Library attempts to serve all of its
freshman and sophomore students, it is recommended that definite poli¬
cies be drawn up in regard to what groups of students in terns of class
level should use each library. Policies at both institutions may also
U6
include the subject areas for which each institution will be responsible,
thus making it possible to build up the collections at both libraries.
Not only will this reduce needless duplication of materials, but more ef¬
fective library service can be given by each library.
APPENDIX A
INTERVIEW SCHEDULE
Classification: Senior Junior Sophomore Freshman
Sex: Male Female College Major Minor
1. How many times have you used the library within the past week?
Morris Brown College Atlanta University
2, What was your primary reason for using the library?
Morris Brown College Library Atlanta University Library
Assigned reading in
Reserve Books
Non-Reserve books
Periodicals
Newspapers
Prepare term paper
Study from own textbooks
Obtain general non-required reading
Borrow books
Return books
_______
Read newspapers and/or periodicals
Obtain required reading not
available at the Morris Brown
College Library
Reserve books
Non-reserve books
Periodicals
U7
U8
3. What motivated you to use the libraiy?
Self-interest in the subject of
Instructor's suggestion
Student's suggestion
Reading about it
Hearing a discussion about it •
Other
U. Were you successful in obtaining the desired materials?
Xes No Partially Yes No Partially
Why did you fail to obtain the desired materials?
6. Was the material you obtained adequate for your pui^oses?
7. If material was inadequate, did you supplement it with something else?
Yes No Yes No
If so, what types of materials were they?
8. What aids did you use in trying to locate desired materials?
Periodical indexes
Card catalog
Aid of librarian
Other
9. Where were materials used?
In the library
Why?
At home
Why?
10• General statements
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